Illinois Waterfowl Harvest, Hunter Activity, and Attitudes toward Restrictive Duck
            Hunting Regulations and Steel Shot in 1985 by Anderson, William L.
I LLIN
UNIVERSITY OF ILLINOIS AT URBANA-CHAMPAIGN
PRODUCTION NOTE
University of Illinois at
Urbana-Champaign Library
Large-scale Digitization Project, 2007.
S
__L
·_

¶~(1 &IuI
ILLINOIS WATERFOWL HARVEST, HUNTER ACTIVITY, AND ATTITUDES TOWARDI ;,,
RESTRICTIVE DUCK HUNTING REGULATIONS AND STEEL SHOT IN 1985 fy
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Abstract: Purchasers of the Illinois Migratory Waterfowl Stamp were
sampled via mail-letter questionnaire (n = 2,164, 79.7% response) to obtain
information on waterfowl harvest, hunter activity, and attitudes toward
selected issues, during the 1985 season. A total of 55,670 stamps (average
of 1.23 stamps per purchaser) was sold In 1985. Respondents averaged
36.9 years of age; 94.1% were Illinois residents and 5.9% were
non-residents; 89.0% hunted waterfowl In Illinois In 1985. An estimated
56,899 hunters (0.6% greater than In 1984) expended an estimated 699,113
days afield (6.6% less than In 1984) and harvested an estimated 392,253
waterfowl (4.9% less than In 1984). During the September teal season,
13,852 hunters spent 36,521 days afield and harvested 29,260 teal (10.6%
less than In 1984). During the regular duck season, 51,362 hunters
expended 556,800 days afield and harvested 316,920 ducks (10.8% less than
in 1984) and 5,773 coots. There were 22,160 hunters who devoted 105,792
days afield to harvest 37,976 Canada geese (64.1% greater than In 1984)
and 40,300 total geese. The Canada goose harvest Included 21,767 taken
In the Southern Quota Zone, 4,147 taken at Rend Lake, 1,273 taken in the
Tri-county Zone, and 10,789 taken In the remainder of the state. One-half
(49.0%) of the hunters agreed with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS)
forecast that the number of ducks In the fall flight would be down
significantly In 1985; one-half (49.1%) believed that restrictive duck
hunting regulations should be Implemented; and a plurality (38.9%) would
rather reduce the number, of ducks In the daily bag limit than reduce the
number of days in the season. Only 7.3% of the hunters dislike steel shot
enough to prefer having their areas closed to waterfowl hunting rather than
use It, as threatened by the FWS.
The purpose of this study was to collect Information via mail
questionnaire from a random sample of waterfowl hunters In Illinois
following the 1985 hunting season. Data were obtained for waterfowl
harvest, hunter activity, and attitudes of hunters toward selected hunting
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2regulations and other subjects. The questionnaire used for the 1985 season
(Fig. 1) was similar to those employed in previous years (Anderson 1983,
1984, 1985, and 1986). The mailing list was developed from purchasers of
the 1985 Illinois Migratory Waterfowl Stamp.
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METHODS AND MATERIALS
Methods used to mail the 1985 Illinois Waterfowl Hunting Questionnaire
and to process data from returned questionnaires were the same as those
employed in previous years (Anderson 1983). The questionnaire and a letter
of explanation (Figs. 1 and 2) were mailed to 2,714 purchasers (2,565
residents and 149 non-residents) of the 1985 Illinois Migratory Waterfowl
Stamp on 31 December 1985. Non-respondents were mailed 2nd and 3rd copies
of the questionnaire, and accompanying letters (Figs. 3 and 4), on 5
February and 12 March, respectively. As of 12 May 1986, 2,164 usable
questionnaires were returned for a response rate of 79.7%.
The mailing list for the 1985 questionnaire included 1,525 names
obtained via cards that were filled out and malled to the Illinois
Department of Conservation (DOC) by vendors of the illinois Migratory
Waterfowl Stamp. Three such cards, which were self-addressed and with
postage prepaid, were bound with each book of 30 stamps (Anderson 1983).
The other 1,189 names were taken from randomly selected stubs representing
the sales of 28,000 of the stamps. Beginning in 1985, the Illinois
Migratory Waterfowl Stamps were printed with matching (i.e., same I.D.
numbers) stubs attached. The vendors were instructed to write each stamp
purchaser's name and mailing address on the stub, and to return the stubs
to the DOC's Permit Office in Springfield.
Procedures used to estimate numbers of hunters, days afield, waterfowl
harvested, cripples lost, and confidence Intervals were described In the
final report for the 1984 questionnaire (Anderson 1986). The 1985
estimates were based on a sales of 55,670 of the 1985 Illinois Migratory
Waterfowl Stamps.
SEASON LENGTHS AND BAG LIMITS
The duck hunting regulations employed in 1985 were more conservative
than those used during the 5 previous years, when the stabilized
regulations experiment was In effect. The 1985 regulations permitted a
40-day season (50 days in 1980-1984) and a maximum of 5 ducks per day (10
ducks in 1980-1984). For mallards, our most harvested species, the 1985
regulations allowed a maximum 3 per day (4 In 1980-1984). In all years,
the Point System was used to determine the daily bag limit (Fig. 5). As
directed by the FWS, the Intent of the restrictive regulations was to
reduce the nationwide duck harvest to no greater than 75% of what it would
have been had the stabilized regulations continued for another year. For
coots, the 1985 season was concurrent with the duck hunting season, and the
dally bag limit was 15 birds. For Canada geese, the season length was 20
days, the same as in 1984, for most of the state, and the bag limit was 1
Canada goose per day. In the Southern Quota Zone, the season was 40 days
or when 17,500 Canada geese were harvested; the daily bag limit was 2
Canada geese. The early teal season was held on 7-15 September with a
dally limit of 4 birds.
FINDINGS
Characteristics of Respondents
Respondents to the 1985 Illinois Waterfowl Hunting Questionnaire were
a mean of 36.9 years of age; 94.1% were state residents and 5.9% were
non-residents. 89.0% of the respondents indicated that they hunted
waterfowl in Illinois during the 1985 season.
The 2,164 respondents purchased a total of 2,655 of the 1985 Illinois
Migratory Waterfowl Stamps for an average of 1.23 stamps per respondent.
Of these stamps, 2,130 (80.2%) were obtained for the purchaser's own
hunting, 376 (14.2%) were obtained for other hunters, 134 (5.0%) were
obtained for stamp collecting, and 15 (0.6%) were obtained for unknown
reasons. The respondents (hunters and nonhunters) purchased 113 "extra"
(i.e., in addition to the first) stamps for purposes of stamp collecting.
Thus, an average of 1.045 stamps was purchased per hunter or nonhunter
(2,640 / 2,640 - 113 = 1.045 stamps).
Waterfowl Harvest and Hunter Activity
An estimated 56,899 waterfowl hunters were active in Illinois during
the 1985 season (Table 1). They spent an estimated 699,113 days afield and
harvested an estimated 392,253 waterfowl. These estimates are 0.6%
greater, 6.6% less, and 4.9% less, respectively, than those calculated for
the 1984 season.
September Ta Season. An estimated 13,852 hunters attempted to
take teal during the September teal season in Illinois in 1985 (Table 2).
These hunters spent an estimated 36,521 days afield and harvested an
estimated 29,260 teal. The success rate averaged 0.80 teal per day afield
and 2.11 teal per hunter. There were more teal hunters (3,667), more days
afield (10,098), and more teal harvested (9,097) In Region 3A than in any
other region. Region 1B was 2nd in all 3 categories.
Compared to the 1984 season, the teal harvest decreased 10.6%, teal
per day afield decreased 3.5%, and teal per hunter decreased 8.7% in 1985
(Table 3). The FWS estimated that 19,200 teal (82.2% blue-winged and 17.8%
green-winged) were harvested In Illinois during the 9-day season in
September 1985, which is 4.9% greater than the FWS estimate for September
1984 (Carney et al. 1986 and 1987).
Regular Duck Seaon. An estimated 51,362 Individuals hunted ducks
during the regular duck season in Illinois in 1985 (Table 4). In 556,800
days afield, these hunters harvested an estimated 316,920 ducks. There
were more duck hunters (13,328), more days afield (170,497), and more ducks
harvested (111,981) in Region 3A than in any other region. Region 1B was
2nd in all 3 categories. For the entire state in 1985, hunting success
was 0.57 duck per day afield and 6.17 ducks per hunter. The duck harvest
was 10.8% less, ducks per day afield 3.4% less, and ducks per hunter 13.6%
less in 1985 than In 1984 (Table 5).
The 316,920 ducks harvested In Illinois in 1985 included an estimated
168,549 mallards, 51,216 wood ducks, and 97,155 other ducks. In comparison,
the FWS estimated that 136,865 mallards, 42,690 wood ducks, 76,130 other
ducks, and 255,685 total ducks were harvested during the regular duck
season in Illinois In 1985 (Carney et a 1. 1987). The FWS estimates
Indicate the duck harvest decreased 15.2% In Illinois, 28.0% In the
Mississippi Flyway, and 24.5% In the United States, from 1984 to 1985
(Carney 1986 and 1987).
SSeason. The coot harvest, most of which is coincidental to
duck hunting, was estimated at 5,773 birds in Illinois in 1985, 25.0% less
than the estimated harvest for 1984 (Tables 4 and 5). More than one-half
(54.5%) of these birds were taken in Region 3A. The FWS estimated the
Illinois coot harvest at 6,005 birds for the 1985 season, down 14.3% from
the FWS estimate for 1984 (Carney et al. 1986 and 1987).
Goose Hunting. A total of 22,160 goose hunters was estimated to
have been active in Illinois during the 1985 season, and they spent an
estimated 105,792 days afield (Table 6). The Southern Quota Zone, located
In Region 5, accounted for 58.9% of the goose hunters and 47.8% of the days
afield. Rend Lake, also In Region 5, accommodated 14.1% of the hunters and
11.0% of the days afield. The Tri-county Zone (in Fulton, Knox, and Henry
counties) was responsible for 8.0% of the hunters and 6.2% of the days
afield. The values for Region 2 were 9.5% and 9.9%, respectively.
There was an estimated 40,300 geese harvested In Illinois in 1985,
which included 37,976 Canada geese and 2,324 other geese (Table 6). For
Canada geese, the harvest increased 64.1% from 1984 to 1985 (Table 7). The
FWS estimated that 38,871 Canada geese, 1,058 other geese, and 39,929 total
geese were taken in the state in 1985 (Carney et al. 1987). This Is 21.4%
greater than the FWS's estimate of total goose harvest in 1984 (Carney et
al. 1986).
The Canada goose harvest in the Southern Quota Zone was tabulated at
21,767 birds during the 1985 season (Thornburg 1986). This represents
57.3% of the statewide harvest of white-cheeked geese. At Rend Lake, an
estimated 4,147 Canada geese (10.9% of the state's total harvest) were
taken. The Trl-county Zone was credited with a harvest of 1,273 Canada
geese or 3.4% of the state's total. The other 10,789 Canada geese (28.4%
of total) were harvested In the remainder of the state. These birds
Included an estimated 3,028 Canada geese taken In Region 2, 1,996 taken in
Region 3A, and 1,686 taken in Region 1B. Almost one-half (44.1%) of the
Canada geese harvested in these regions were taken coincidentally to duck
hunting.
Hunters had an overall success rate of 0.32 goose per day afield and
1.55 geese per hunter in 1985 (Table 6). This compares to a success of
0.21 goose per day afield and 0.95 goose per hunter In 1984. In the
Southern Quota Zone, success was 0.42 and 1.63 geese, respectively, in
1985. Similarly, hunting success was 0.34 and 1.29 geese at Rend Lake, and
0.20 and 0.74 goose in the Tri-county Zone, and 0.21 and 1.00 goose in the
remainder of the state.
Crippling Losses. Crippling losses were estimated at 100,191 ducks,
15,918 geese, and 2,357 coots in Illinois during the 1985 hunting season
(Table 8). These estimates equate to 31.6 ducks, 39.5 geese, and 40.8
coots lost per 100 harvested. The crippling rate for geese was higher in
1985 than in previous years (Table 9). According to FWS harvest surveys,
nationwide crippling rates have been lower in the 1980's than they were
during the early 1970's (Table 10).
Attitudes and Opinions of Hunters
Restrictive Duck Hunting Regulations. Responses to Question #11
revealed that about one-half (49.0%) of the hunters agreed with the FWS
forecast that the number of ducks in the fall flight would be down
significantly in 1985 (Table 11). Another 30.3% disagreed and 20.7% had
no opinion.
Responses to Question #12 indicated that about one-half (49.1%) of the
hunters believed that restrictive hunting regulations should be implemented
when the fall flight of ducks Is down significantly (Table 11). A small
portion (9.3%) stated that regulations should be liberalized, and 28.6%
opted for no change In the regulations. The remaining 12.9% had no opinion
regarding the matter.
If more restrictive duck hunting regulations would have been necessary
for 1986, responses to Question #13 suggested that a plurality (38.9%) of
the hunters would rather have had a reduction In the number of ducks in the
daily bag limit than have had a reduction in the number of days In the
season (Table 11). One-fourth (24.7%) favored a reduction In days and no
reduction In the daily bag limit, and another one-fourth (25.6%) voted for
modest reductions in both days and the daily bag limit. The other 10.8%
expressed no opinion.
Steel Shot. Responses to Question #17 showed that most (62.1%)
hunters did not like steel shot but would use it rather than have their
areas closed to waterfowl hunting (Table 12). 19.4% had no objections to
steel shot and would use it If required by law, 7.6% liked steel shot
and/or believe Its use was In the best Interest of our waterfowl resources,
and 7.3% strongly disliked steel shot and would rather have their areas
9closed to waterfowl hunting than use it. Only 3.6% of the hunters
expressed no opinion about steel shot.
Unsolicited Comments. Respondents to the 1985 questionnaire
submitted 230 unsolicited comments. The sentiments most frequently
expressed (17.0% of comments) were negative statements about steel
shot--i.e., steel shot Is Ineffective, cripples excessively, damages
firearms, and is too expensive. Other sentiments commonly conveyed (10.9%)
were negative attitudes toward the hunting regulations for Canada geese
outside quota zones--I.e., the season should be longer and/or should
coincide with the duck season, and the daily bag limit should be 2 geese
and/or should be the same statewide. Additional comments were to the
effect that the duck season was too early (10.4%), more law enforcement Is
needed (6.5%), lead poisoning Is not a problem for waterfowl and/or bald
eagles (5.7%), the September teal season should be abolished (5.7%), need
to protect and/or Increase waterfowl habitat (4.8%), and the hunting season
should be closed in years when the duck populations are low (4.8%). Other
comments consisted of positive and/or supportive statements about steel
shot (3.9%), compliments to the DOC (2.6%), duck hunting was poor in 1985
(2.2%), legal shooting time should begin at sunrise (1.7%), and hen
mallards should be given total protection (1.7%). The remaining comments
(22.1%) dealt with 35 miscellaneous subjects.
DISCUSSION
The duck hunting season In Illinois, and In all other states in the
Mississippi Flyway, was reduced from 50 days In 1984 to 40 days In 1985.
Similarly, the daily bag limit, as determined by the Point System, was
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reduced from a maximum of 10 ducks (including 4 mallards) to a maximum of
5 ducks (including 3 mallards). The intent of the restrictive regulations
In 1985 was to reduce the nationwide harvests of mallards and of total
ducks by at least 25% of what the harvests would have been had stabilized
regulations (in effect in 1980-1984) continued for another year. The
present study suggests that the harvests were reduced 7.5% for mallards and
10.8% for total ducks in Illinois (Table 5). According to FWS harvest
surveys (Carney et al. 1986 and 1987), the 1985 harvests were reduced by
10.2% for mallards and 14.0% for total ducks in Illinois, by 14.6% for
mallards and 28.0% for total ducks in the Mississippi Flyway, and by 15.4%
for mallards and 24.5% for total ducks in the entire nation. Thus, the
objective to reduce the harvests by 25% was achieved for total ducks In the
Mississippi Flyway and in the entire nation. However, the reduction was
not achieved for mallards or total ducks in Illinois, for mallards in the
Mississippi Flyway, or for mallards in the entire nation.
Although the regulations for hunting Canada geese were restrictive
again in 1985, the harvest of these white-cheeked geese increased by 14,829
birds (Table 7). The increase occurred in all regions of the state. The
Southern Quota Zone accounted for 48.3% of the increase, Rend Lake
accounted for 9.1%, and upstate areas (including the Tri-county Zone)
accounted for 42.6%. In the Southern Quota Zone, the increase in harvest
was caused by a greater number of days (40 in 1985 versus 25 in 1984)
al located for harvesting the quota and by excellent hunting conditions
during the days (at the end of the season) required to terminate the season
by administrative order. The increase In harvest in upstate areas was
attributed to an unusually large number of Canada geese present in northern
and central Illinois during the hunting season. An average of 64,000
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Canada geese was counted during aerial censuses along the Mississippi River
(Rock Island to Grafton) and Illinois River (Spring Valley to Grafton) from
11 October to 10 November 1985. In comparison, averages of 13,700, 11,300,
and 17,800 Canada geese were counted during the same time period In 1982,
1983, and 1984, respectively. The number of Canada geese harvested per day
in upstate areas of Illinois is directly related to the number of Canada
geese present (W.L. Anderson, unpubl. data).
While a majority (69.4%) of the hunters do not like steel shot for
waterfowl hunting in Illinois, a majority (89.1%) will also use It if
necessary (Table 12). Only 7.3% of the hunters dislike steel shot enough
to prefer having their areas closed to waterfowl hunting rather than use
It, as threatened by the FWS (U.S. Dep. Inter. 1986:0-3). This means that,
collectively, Illinois waterfowl hunters strongly support the continuation
of their sport regardless of the extent of nontoxic shot regulations.
Whether a conflict involves nontoxic shot regulations or some other issue,
both hunters and the DOC should do everything within their power to Insure
that no areas are closed to waterfowl hunting In Illinois.
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Table 1. Summary of Illinois Migratory Waterfowl Stamps purchased, hunter
activity, and waterfowl harvest in Illinois from 1981 through
1985.
Year Stamps Purchased Hunters Days Afield Waterfowl Harvested a
1981 61,929 63,652 874,730 408,314
1982 57,691 58,766 795,807 386,992
1983 56,162 58,240 815,523 465,128
1984 55,250 56,533 748,390 412,655
1985 55,670 56,899 699,113 392,253
a Teal, ducks, coots, and geese.
Table 2. Teal harvest and hunter activity, by administrative regions,
during the September teal season in Illinois In 1985 (n = 2,164).
Hunters Days Afield Teal
Administrative Per Per Day Per
Region a Number Percent b Number Hunter Number Afield Hunter
1A 1,193 2,706 2.27 2,478 0.92 2.08
1B 2,648 6,664 2.52 5,802 0.87 2.19
2 1,717 4,190 2.44 2,318 0.55 1.35
3A 3,667 10,098 2.75 9,097 0.90 2.48
3B 698 1,688 2.42 1,560 0.92 2.23
4 1,426 4,249 2.98 2,843 0.67 1.99
5 1,921 5,180 2.70 3,718 0.72 1.94
Unknown 582 1,746 1,444
Entire State 13,852 24.3 36,521 2.64 29,260 c 0.80 2.11
a See Figure 6.
b Percent of all waterfowl hunters.
c The 95% confidence interval is 3,450.
Table 3. Summary of teal harvest and hunter activity during the September
teal season in IIllnois in 1981 through 1985.
Year Hunters Days Afield Number of Teal
1981
1982
1983
1984
1985
14,802
14,863
13,295
14,158
13,852
38,586
41,856
39,475
39,481
36,521
22,946
28,785
29,355
32,730
29,260
Table 4. Duck and coot harvest and hunter activity, by administrative regions,
during the regular duck season in Illinois in 1985 (n = 2,164).
Hunters Days Afield Ducks
Administrative Per Per Day Per Number
Region a Number Percent b Number Hunter Number Afield Hunter of Coots
1A 4,511 46,036 10.21 22,409 0.49 4.97 350
1B 10,069 109,649 10.89 64,862 0.59 6.44 831
2 7,799 77,959 10.00 29,683 0.38 3.81 685
3A 13,328 170,497 12.79 111,982 0.66 8.40 3,149
3B 2,124 21,330 10.05 9,783 0.46 4.61 131
4 4,685 50,401 10.76 28,254 0.56 6.03 190
5 7,828 73,478 9.39 46,741 0.64 5.97 335
Unknown 1,018 7,450 3,206 102
Entire State 51,362 90.3 556,800 10.84 316,920 c,d 0.57 6.17 5,773 e
a See Figure 6.
b Percent of all waterfowl hunters.
c The 95% confidence Interval is 10,982.
d Includes 168,549 mallards, 51,216 wood ducks, and 97,155 other ducks.
e The 95% confidence Interval is 1,592.
Table 5. Summary of duck and coot harvest and hunter activity during the
regular duck season In Illinois In 1981 through 1985.
Number of Ducks
Days Number
Year Hunters Afield Mallards Wood Ducks Other Ducks Total of Coots
1981
1982
1983
1984
1985
54,744
52,220
50,440
49,715
51,362
703,534
646,394
651,409
606,325
556,800
170,972
163,439
220,317
182,132
168,549
72,065
61,706
72,237
52,955
51,216
94,947
101,989
110,862
120,016
97,155
337,984
327,134
403,416
355,103
316,920
4,950
5,905
10,472
7,702
5,773
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Table 7. Summary of goose harvest and hunter activity during the goose
season In Illinois in 1981 through 1985.
Number of Geese
Days
Year Hunters Afield Canada Geese Other Geese Total
1981 23,610 132,610 44,302(6,312) a 3,082(1,719) 47,384(8,031)
1982 24,058 107,557 29,574(4,968) 1,499( 710) 31,073(5,678)
1983 26,199 124,639 31,395(4,325) 962( 577) 32,357(4,902)
1984 22,426 102,583 23,147(2,859) 1,675( 593) 24,822(3,452)
1985 22,160 105,792 37,976(5,248) 2,324( 753) 40,300(6,001)
a Number of geese harvested coincidentally to duck hunting.
Table 8. Number of ducks, geese, and coots that were crippled (knocked
down but not retrieved) during the hunting seasons in Illinois
in 1985 (n = 2,164).
Cripples Lost
Species Number Per 100 Birds Bagged
Ducks a 100,191 + 8,992 b 31.6
Geese 15,918 + 7,952 39.5
Coots 2,357 + 1,284 40.8
a Regular duck season.
b 95% confidence interval.
Table 9. Summary of the number of ducks, geese, and coots that were
crippled (knocked down but not retrieved) during the hunting
seasons In Illinois in 1981-1985.
Ducks Geese Coots
Per 100 Per 100 Per 100
Year Total Bagged Total Bagged Total Bagged
1981 104,216 30.8 12,573 26.5 1,717 34.7
1982 82,287 25.2 5,868 18.9 1,595 27.0
1983 96,907 24.0 7,627 23.6 2,947 28.1
1984 84,665 23.8 5,711 23.0 3,236 42.0
1985 100,191 31.6 15,918 39.5 2,357 40.8
Table 10. Summary of the number of waterfowl that were crippled
(knocked down but not retrieved) per 100 birds retrieved
during the hunting seasons In the United States in
1971-1985. Data from U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Office
of Migratory Bird Management, Administrative Reports,
1973-1987.
Year Ducks Geese Coots Al I Species
1971 22.1 15.4 28.2 22.2
1972 22.4 15.5 29.6 22.3
1973 21.9 14.8 29.2 21.4
1974 21.5 14.3 29.1 21.2
1975 20.3 13.0 28.9 20.1
1976 19.4 14.2 26.8 19.3
1977 20.5 14.9 28.9 20.1
1978 20.2 15.7 29.0 20.1
1979 20.3 14.3 27.1 20.0
1980 19.2 12.9 30.9 18.8
1981 19.4 13.2 22.7 18.7
1982 19.2 15.2 27.7 18.9
1983 19.4 14.4 23.7 18.9
1984 19.5 14.2 30.4 19.1
1985 19.7 14.0 24.3 19.0
Table 11. Attitudes and opinions of waterfowl hunters when the fall flight
of ducks Is down significantly.
*Responses to the question, "Do you agree or disagree with the U.S. Fish &
Wildlife Service's forecast that the number of ducks In the fall flight
would be down significantly In 1985?" (n = 1,978)
Agree
Disagree
No opinion
49.0 a
30.3%
20.7%
S2.2 b
+ 2.0
+ 1.8
*Responses to the question, "In your opinion, which of the following
hunting regulations should be implemented when the fall flight of ducks is
down significantly?" (n = 1,946)
Restrictive regulations that decrease the duck harvest
Liberal regulations that Increase the duck harvest
49.1% + 2.2
9.3% + 1.3
Regulations that result in no change In the duck harvest 28.6%
No opinion 12.9% + 1.5
*Responses to the question, "If the duck hunting regulations must be
restrictive for the 1986 season, which of the following would you prefer?"
(n = 1,918)
Appreciable reduction In the number of days In the
season but no reduction in the number of ducks In
the daily bag I mit
Appreciable reduction in the number of ducks in the
daily bag limit but no reduction in the number of
days in the season
Moderate reductions in both the number of days In
the season and the number of ducks in the daily
bag limit
No opinion
24.7% + 1.9
38.9% + 2.1
25.6% + 1.9
10.8% ± 1.4
a Percentage of respondents.
b The 95% confidence Interval.
± 2.0
Table 12. Attitudes of waterfowl hunters toward the use of steel shot for
waterfowl hunting in Illinois.
*Responses to the question, "Which of the following statements best
describes your attitude toward the use of nontoxic steel shot for
waterfowl hunting in Illinois?" (n = 1,956)
I like steel shot, and/or I believe Its use Is
In the best Interest of our waterfowl resources 7.6% a + 1.2 b
I have no objections to steel shot, and I will
use it if required by law 19.4% + 1.7
I don't like steel shot, but I will use it rather
than have my areas closed to waterfowl hunting 62.1% + 2.1
I strongly dislike steel shot, and I would rather
have my areas closed to waterfowl hunting than
use it 7.3% + 1.1
No opinion 3.6% + 0.8
a Percentage of respondents.
b The 95% confidence Interval.
1985 ILLINOIS WATERFOWL HUNTING QUESTIONNAIRE
INSTRUCTIONS
Please fill out the questionnaire on the
following pages for your waterfowl hunting
activities during the 1985 season.
If you did not hunt waterfowl in Illinois
in 1985, answer the first five questions
and return this form.
The questionnaire is divided into five
segments: General Information, September Teal
Season, Regular Duck Season, Goose Hunting,
and Other Topics.
Report only your kill. DO NOT report the
kill of others with whom you may have hunted.
Write in the number of days on which the
hunted ducks and the number of days on which
you hunted geese. Include your unsuccessful
days.
If you hunted both ducks and geese at the
same time, count the day toward your primary
target -- that is, primarily ducks or primarily
geese. DO NOT count the hunt as a day of duck
hunting and also as a day of goose hunting.
If you can't remember the exact figures, give
your best estimate.
When completed, insert questionnaire into the
self-addressed envelope and mail. Postage is
prepaid.
Your comments are welcome
but please send them in a
separate letter to receive
proper attention.
Thank you for your cooperation
POSTAGE IS PREPAID POSTAGE IS PREPAID
Figure 1. The 1985 Illinois Waterfowl Hunting Questionnaire.
Figure 1 - continued.
1985 ILLINOIS WATERFOWL HUNTING QUESTIONNAIRE
(see instructions on first page)
GENERAL INFORMATION
Numbers at right
are for official
use only
1. How old were you on your last birthday? years
2. How many 1985 Illinois Migratory Waterfowl Hunting Stamps did you
purchase? . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ..
3. Of the stamps listed above, how many did you purchase for:
a. Your own hunting......................... ...
b. Another hunter or hunters . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
c. Stamp collecting by you and/or someone else ...... .0..
4. Are you a resident of the State of Illinois? Yes No
5. Did you hunt waterfowl in Illinois during the 1985 season?
Yes No_
SEPTEMBER TEAL SEASON
6. How many different days did you hunt teal during the September teal
season in Illinois in 1985? ..................... ....
7. How many teal did you personally harvest during the September teal
season in Illinois in 1985? . . .....................
REGULAR DUCK SEASON
8. How many different days did you hunt ducks during the regular duck season
in Illinois in 1985?. ..................... .......
9. In which county did you hunt ducks most during the regular duck season
in Illinois in 1985?. ......... Name of county___
10. List the number of ducks and coots you personally harvested during the
regular duck season in Illinois in 1985. DO NOT include teal killed during
the September teal season or birds killed in other states or countries.
28-30
31-33
34-36
37-39
18
19
20
21-22
23-24
25-27
40-42
43-45
11. Do you agree or disagree with the U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service's forecast
that the number of ducks in the fall flight would be down significantly
in 1985?
Agree_ Disagree No opinion
(continued on following page)
Figure .1. Continued - page 2.
9-10
11-12
13
14-15
16-17
I personally killed I knocked down in sight
and retrieved: but could not retrieve:
Mallards
Wood Ducks Ducks_
Other Ducks_
Coots Coots_
46
12. In your opinion, which of the following hunting regulations should
be implemented when the fall flight of ducks is down significantly?
a.
b.
c.
d.
Restrictive regulations that decrease the duck harvest. .. _
Liberal regulations that increase the duck harvest. . . . .
Regulations that result in no change in the duck harvest.._
No opinion.................*......... ***
13. If the duck hunting regulations must be restrictive for the 1986
season, which of the following would you prefer?
a. Appreciable reduction in the number of days in the season but
no reduction in the number of ducks in the daily bag limit
b. Appreciable reduction in the number of ducks in the daily bag
limit but no reduction in the number of days in the season
c. Moderate reductions in both the number of days in the season
and the number of ducks in the daily bag limit...... ..
d. No opinion. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ....
GOOSE HUNTING
14. List the number of days you hunted geese and the number of geese you
personally harvested in Illinois in 1985. NOTE: If the geese were killed
coincidental to your duck hunting, leave the number of days blank.
days Canada Geese Other Geese
a. In Goose Quota Zone (see map)
b. At or within 5 miles of Rend Lake
c. Other areas (write in name of each
county): (1) __ ____
(2)
(3)
15. Of the Canada geese you harvested at or within 5 miles of Rend Lake,
how many did you take on:
a. The Rend Lake Public Hunting Area
b. Private land surrounding Rend Lake_
16. How many geese did you knock down in sight but neither you nor anyone
else could retrieve? ..................... ...6.
OTHER TOPICS
17. Which of the following statements best describes your attitude toward
the use of nontoxic steel shot for waterfowl hunting in Illinois?
a. I like steel shot, and/or I believe its use is in the best
interest of our waterfowl resources ........... .......
b. I have no objections to steel shot, and I will use it if
required by law ..... .. ................. .......
c. I don't like steel shot, but I will use it rather than have
my areas closed to waterfowl hunting. .......... .-.-...
d. I strongly dislike steel shot, and I would rather have my
areas closed to waterfowl hunting than use it ....... ....
e. No opinion. . . . . . .. .. . .. . . . . . . . . . . ..... . .
Thank you for your cooperation
POSTAGE IS PREPAID
Figure 1. Continued - page 3.
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48
49-54
55-60
61-69
70-78
79-87
88-89
90-91
92-94
95
1985 ILLINOIS WATERFOWL HUNTING QUESTIONNAIRE
(see instructions on first page)
Return Completed Questionnaire to:
Division of Wildlife Resources
WATERFOWL
Lincoln Tower Plaza
524 S. Second Street
Springfield, IL 62706
The Dept. of Conservation is requesting this information as outlined
under the Wildlife Code, Chapter 61. Providing this information is
voluntary. This form has been approved by the State Forms Management
Center.
Printed by authority of the State of Illinois. 6,000-11-85
The Dept. is an equal opportunity employer.
Your comments are welcome
but please send them in a
separate letter to receive
proper attention
Figure 1. Continued - page 4.
IL 422-0483
Illinois Department of Conservation
life and land together
LINCOLN TOWER PLAZA * 524 SOUTH SECOND STREET * SPRINGFIELD 62701-1787
CHICAGO OFFICE * ROOM 4-300 * 100 WEST RANDOLPH 60601
MARK FRECH, DIRECTOR
Dear Fellow Sportsman:
You are one of a select
information on your waterfowl
season.
group of Illinoisans asked
hunting activities during the
to furnish
past hunting
The information supplied by you and other selected hunters is vital to
the management of our waterfowl resources: (1) to safeguard waterfowl
populations, (2) to grant maximum waterfowl hunting opportunity to
license holders, and (3) to maintain an attractive level of hunter
success.
The information
the various
distribution of
you provide is used to better understand the welfare of
waterfowl populations. These statistics include
total harvest, number of hunters, and hunting success.
Your reply is very important, even if you did not hunt waterfowl or were
not successful. Only a limited number of waterfowl hunters can be
contacted, therefore, your response is urgently needed.
Please take a few minutes and fill out the parts of the questionnaire
that apply to you. If you do not remember exact figures, please give
your best estimate.
Drop the completed questionnaire in the mail. Postage is prepaid.
Yours for better waterfowling.
Division of Wildlife Resources
Enclosure
Figure 2. The letter that accompanied the first mailing of the questionnaire.
Illinois Department of Conservation
life and land together
LINCOLN TOWER PLAZA * 524 SOUTH SECOND STREET * SPRINGFIELD 62701-1787
CHICAGO OFFICE * ROOM 4-300 * 100 WEST RANDOLPH 60601
MARK FRECH, DIRECTOR
Dear Fellow Sportsman:
Recently we mailed you a Waterfowl Hunting Questionnaire, and requested
that you fill out and return it as soon as possible. We have not
received your form at this time -- perhaps because you have misplaced
the questionnaire or haven't found time to complete it and return it to
us.
We are enclosing another questionnaire which we hope you will complete
and return to us. If you have already returned a questionnaire, please
destroy this one. The information supplied by you and other waterfowl
hunters being sampled will be of great value to the Conservation
Department in better directing the management of Illinois' waterfowl
resources.
Please fill out the questionnaire completely and return it even if you
did not hunt waterfowl, or were not successful.
Postage is prepaid for returning the completed
prompt attention will be sincerely appreciated.
questionnaire.
Thank you.
James'H. Moak, Chief
Division of Wildlife Resources
Enclosure
Figure 3. The letter that accompanied the second mailing (first follow-up)
of the questionnaire.
21ii
Your
Illinois Department of Conservation
life and land together
LINCOLN TOWER PLAZA * 524 SOUTH SECOND STREET * SPRINGFIELD 62701-1787
CHICAGO OFFICE * ROOM 4-300 * 100 WEST RANDOLPH 60601
MARK FRECH, DIRECTOR
Dear Fellow Sportsman:
This letter is to remind you that we still would like to receive a
report of your waterfowl hunting activities for the past season. We
don't like to keep bothering you, but this information is very important
which only you can supply.
Another copy of the questionnaire is enclosed. We hope you will
complete it and return it as soon as possible. If you have already
returned a questionnaire, please destroy this one. Your response is
needed--even though you did not hunt waterfowl or had an unsuccessful
season.
Postage is prepaid for returning the questionnaire.
and drop in the mail. Please help us complete this
your questionnaire now. Your prompt attention
appreciated.
Just fill it out
survey by sending
will be greatly
Thank you.
6 JimMoak, Chief
Division of Wildlife Resources
Enclosure
Figure 4. The letter that accompanied the third mailing (second follow-up)
of the questionnaire.
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